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Introduction 
T h e H i g h and Late Imper ia l per iods have , for m o s t o f the 20th century - not to 
m e n t i o n the 19th - attracted l i tde interest in classical scholarship. E v e n after 
attent ion shi f ted away f r o m an approach to literature and material culture pre-
d o m i n a n d y directed at their respective qualities as art, b o t h Classical A r c h a e o l o ­
gists and Classicists t ended to l imit themselves t o the study o f the 'classical' peri­
o d s — pre - Imper ia l or , even better, pre-Hel len is t ic G r e e k culture o n the o n e 
hand , and R o m a n culture f r o m the first century B C to the first century A D o n 
the other. Studies o f the H i g h and Late Imper ia l per iods concentrated above all 
u p o n those objects and quest ions w h i c h i n v o l v e d polit ical history in a nar row 
sense, the history o f events , and state ' p ropaganda , ' such as state reliefs, portraits 
o f the E m p e r o r s , sel f -representat ion o f the elites, specif ic inscr ipt ions or texts by 
ancient historians (the except ions c o n f i r m the rule). A s for the rest o f the mate ­
rial and literary remains , in the best cases scholars tended' to present these in 
edit ions and catalogues, but still to accord t h e m relatively little cons iderat ion 
b e y o n d that, because o f their (allegedly) l o w artistic or literary quality and be­
cause o f the (allegedly) l imited historical value o f the i n f o r m a t i o n the)' suppl ied. 
H o w e v e r , this has changed cons iderably w i t h i n the last 15 to 20 years. Scho l ­
ars increasingly recognize that m u c h o f what used to be cons idered epigonal and 
unorig inal , merely an express ion o f alienation f r o m the w o r l d or o f a general 
retreat i n to the private d o m a i n , in fact occup ied a central pos i t ion with in the 
symbo l i c capital o f Imper ia l society. T h i s c o m m u n i c a t i o n o n a symbo l i c level 
f unc t i oned n o t merely as the representat ion or image for other , m o r e vital d o ­
mains but was itself a decis ive and active factor in the discourses o f power . 
Paideia as knowledge abou t the past and abou t tradit ion means " k n o w i n g the 
w o r l d " , as M a r c o Gal l i phrased it, and thus m e a n s k n o w i n g what is impor tan t in 
the present. Represent ing the past, either in w o r d s or in images, has a vital sig­
ni f icance. It is f r o m this po in t o f v iew that Imper ia l G r e e k literature in particular, 
w h i c h re-appropriates the G r e e k tradit ions o f the Classical age o f the fifth and 
four th centuries B C , has been 'd i scovered ' in recent scholarship. W o r k s f r o m 
this per iod , be they 'literary' in the nar row sense, or historical, medica l , phys iog ­
n o m i c etc., are thereby o f ten discussed with regard to a p h e n o m e n o n , to w h i c h 
the n a m e ' Second Sophis t ic ' has first been assigned by Phi lostratus. E v e n n o w 
the exact m e a n i n g o f the term remains controvers ia l , in Phi lostratus h imse l f and 
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in the usage o f his con temporar i es , as we l l as in m o d e r n d iscuss ions . Regardless 
o f such termino log ica l d isagreements , h o w e v e r , recent scholarsh ip has m a d e it 
clear that (1) texts b y s o m e authors w h o m Phi lostratus does n o t m e n t i o n l ike-
wise possess f o rma l , themat ic , and func t iona l qualities in c o m m o n w i t h the p r o -
duc t i ons o f the Phi lostratean sophists , a n d that (2) w h a t is i n v o l v e d is n o t a 
purely literary p h e n o m e n o n , but a va lue sys tem and m o d e o f t h o u g h t w h i c h is 
expressed in a variety o f ways . 
Y e t , these statements, as famil iar as they m a y s o u n d b y n o w , have conse -
quences w h i c h have n o t yet b e e n entirely appreciated. I f it is i ndeed the case that 
the concepts and eva luat ions w h i c h lie b e h i n d the texts o f the S e c o n d Sophist ic , 
c o r r e s p o n d to a general ideal o r even a c o m m o n elite habitus in Bourd i eu ' s sense 
o f the w o r d , as T h o m a s S c h m i t z has m o s t force fu l ly argued, a n u m b e r o f ques -
tions spr ing immed ia te l y t o m i n d . First, w h a t m e d i a and cultural spheres were 
i n v o l v e d ? W e s h o u l d expect t o f ind these concep t s and value systems n o t o n l y in 
texts (let a lone texts just o f particular genres) bu t in material f r o m var ious as-
pects o f l i fe and i n d i f ferent med ia . D e s p i t e s o m e recent and m o s t encourag ing 
studies, 'art' and material culture in general have received particularly little atten-
tion in this c o n n e c t i o n . B u t these areas s h o u l d play a crucial role w h e n w e e x -
p lore the scope o f the p h e n o m e n a at stake here and even in the realm o f texts, 
var ious genres have b e e n m u c h neglected so far. S e c o n d , h o w m i g h t this m o d e 
o f t h o u g h t and this habitus b e m o r e precisely descr ibed? W h a t exactiy are the 
c o m m o n po in t s w h i c h the var ious genres share, over the course o f a l o n g per iod 
o f time, in d i f ferent regions o f the E m p i r e ? O n the o ther hand , w h a t are the 
d i f ferences arising f r o m ind iv idua l generic requirements , f r o m vary ing contexts 
o f p r o d u c t i o n and recept ion , f r o m d i f ferent func t i ons , f r o m the persona l prefer -
ences o f p roducers o r pa t rons , o r f r o m regional peculiarities? T h i r d , wha t p u r -
p o s e d id this habitus - i f i ndeed it was a habitus - serve? O r , to p u t it m o r e care-
ful ly, w h a t were its results? It has been argued that the Second Sophis t ic w a s 
pr imari ly abou t G r e e k identity. B u t whe ther o r n o t w e agree to app ly the t e rm 
S e c o n d Sophist ic t o texts (as wel l as images and act ions?) c o n c e r n e d wi th G r e e k 
identity a lone, there are m a n y p h e n o m e n a quite typical o f the sophis ts and their 
writ ings w h i c h , at the same time, have n o t h i n g to d o w i th this n o t i o n and w h i c h 
are accepted even b y ind iv idua ls and g r o u p s o f p e o p l e w i t h o u t any interest in 
G r e e k identity at all. 
It goes w i t h o u t saying that these quest ions c a n n o t be answered b y any single 
scholar since it is indeed the "World o f the S e c o n d S o p h i s t i c " w h i c h is at stake 
here. I n M a r c h 2003 , A n g e l o s Chan io t i s , G l e n n W . M o s t and I inv i ted a g r o u p o f 
experts o n var ious fields c o n c e r n e d wi th this w o r l d to a con fe rence held at the 
Univers i ty o f Heidelberg. M o s t o f the con t r ibu t ions to this v o l u m e are based o n 
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papers g iven o n the occas ion . S o m e participants chose n o t t o pub l i sh their pa -
pers and s o m e central quest ions were n o t addressed at the conference . So , it 
seemed appropr iate t o r o u n d o f f the pub l i ca t ion b y inv i t ing a f e w addit ional 
scholars t o p r o v i d e contr ibut ions . T h o u g h it was clear f r o m the start that the 
present v o l u m e w o u l d n o t be able to p r o v i d e a manua l to the " W o r l d o f the 
S e c o n d Soph i s t i c " , o r t o cover the per iod as a w h o l e , the f o l l ow ing chapters a im 
to clarify the connec t i ons be tween ind iv idua l p h e n o m e n a shaping this wor ld -
the comp lex i t y o f their interrelations as wel l as the historical impac t o f c o n t e m -
porary s y m b o l i c discourse. 
T h e first chapter, " B e y o n d G r e e k Ident i ty and the Soph is t s " , inc ludes c o n -
tr ibut ions exp lor ing the margins o f the S e c o n d Sophist ic , whi le also quest ion ing 
s o m e o f the wide ly he ld o p i n i o n s concern ing w h a t it is all about . Chr i s topher 
J o n e s takes a fresh l o o k at the issue o f e thnic identity. H e argues that the preoc -
cupat ion in recent scholarsh ip w i t h a perce ived o p p o s i t i o n be tween G r e e k and 
R o m a n result ing in G r e e k patr io t i sm ( somet imes ident i f ied w i th He l len i sm) , has 
distracted scholars f r o m recognis ing var ious o ther loyalties. T a k i n g Pausanias 
and Ae l i u s Ar is t ides as examples , he demonst ra tes that the central c o m m o n ele-
m e n t in their writ ings is n o t He l l en i sm b u t ant iquity and tradit ion. T h e real i den -
tity o f these pepaideumenoi p roves to be a c o m p l e x affair, in w h i c h Hel len ic iden -
tity is just o n e k ind a m o n g others. L o c a l patr io t i sm as wel l as civic, regional, and 
even barbarian loyalties are any th ing but mutua l l y exc lus ive and instead create 
mul t i - faceted identities. 
Bahad i r Y i ld i r im 's con t r ibu t ion suppor ts these conc lus ions , s h o w i n g that no t 
on ly indiv iduals but a lso entire cities p roud l y present mul t i - faceted identities. T h e 
mytho log ica l reliefs decorat ing the basilica o f Aphrod i s i a s , a p r o m i n e n t bu i ld ing 
w i th in the city, are far f r o m be ing just i l lustrations o f f o u n d a t i o n narratives. 
Y i l d i r i m reads t h e m as part o f the civic d i p l o m a c y o f A p h r o d i s i a s and as a "v i s -
ual e n c o m i u m " for its peop le and lands. T h e reliefs c la im for themselves the 
virtues and value systems c o m m o n to the entire civi l ised (i.e. G r e e k ) w o r l d co r -
r e s p o n d i n g to t opo i k n o w n f r o m encomias t ic literature, inc lud ing eugeneia and 
great antiquity. A t the same t ime, they boas t their local identity, w i t h its s trong 
ties t o the N e a r East th rough founders l ike Semiramis , N i n o s and G o r d i o s . T h e 
inextricable connec t i on be tween these d o u b l e loyalties is h ighl ighted by the fact 
that Semiramis and N i n o s are presented as the exemplary coup le o f civic bene -
factors. 
G l e n W . B o w e r s o c k locates an outs ider l ike A r t e m i d o r u s in the contex t o f 
the S e c o n d Sophist ic as an i m p o r t a n t wi tness o f his age. A f t e r p r o p o s i n g a late 
second to early third century date for the Oneirokritika o n the basis o f the per-
sonal n a m e s referred to in b o o k 4, he examines t w o sorts o f dreams , those refer-
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ring to things particularly R o m a n , and those referring to the sophis ts ' pub l i c 
p e r f o r m a n c e s b e f o r e finally s tudying A r t e m i d o r u s ' language. B o w e r s o c k s h o w s 
that A r t e m i d o r u s ' v i e w o f the S e c o n d Sophis t ic is except iona l in that he d is -
tances h i m s e l f deliberately n o t on l y f r o m the pract i t ioners o f the occu l t sciences 
bu t a lso f r o m sophis ts , orators , and o ther theatrical pe r f o rmers all o f w h o s e arts 
he regards as arts o f decept ion . T h o u g h A r t e m i d o r u s is b o t h a learned figure and 
a g o o d orator , his language clearly deviates f r o m the n o r m s o f h igh sophis t ic 
rhetorical G r e e k , referring instead to local f o r m s o f paideia based in A s i a M i n o r . 
H i s v i e w o n HeUenized R o m a n culture and w h a t it has to o f fe r is b o t h k n o w i n g 
and un ique ly critical, i n t roduc ing us to a perspect ive o n the w o r l d o f the S e c o n d 
Sophis t ic w h i c h m a y have b e e n m o r e w idespread than w e can k n o w . 
E w e n B o w i e ' s con t r i bu t i on might s e e m n o t t o fit the rubric o f this chapter 
exactly, since it certainly d o e s n o t g o ' b e y o n d the sophists ' and it results in a 
quite coherent picture. H o w e v e r , this is n o t wha t he had asked for . Rather, the 
ques t ion he poses is a b o u t the regional d i f ferences and cultural var iat ions to be 
expected wi th in a real w o r l d as opposed t o wha t , in Phi lostratus , appears to b e a 
coherent and un i f i ed sophis t ic w h o l e . B o w i e analyses three aspects o f sophist ic 
activity, relating t h e m t o the sites where sophis ts are recorded to have been b o r n 
or bur ied, to places w h e r e they have p e r f o r m e d , or b e e n h o n o u r e d etc.; he a lso 
p rov ides s o m e interesting statistics and n e w data. H e begins w i th an exp lora t i on 
o f the l inguistics and stylistic preferences in , as wel l as attitudes towards A t t i c 
purity, and proceeds to examine the types o f dec lamat ions and particularly the 
dec lamatory subjects c h o s e n , be fo re f inal ly l o o k i n g at the literary genres pre -
ferred b y the sophis ts in general. I n all three respects, B o w i e finds less var iat ion 
than he had expected . T h e var iat ions w h i c h he d o e s f ind seem, w i t h the excep -
tion o f the nove l , t o b e de termined n o t particularly b y geographical factors b u t 
b y the id iosyncrasies o f certain sophists . 
T h e second chapter o n " M o d e s and M e d i a " inc ludes cont r ibu t ions w h i c h 
seek to ex tend the c o r p u s o f material and p h e n o m e n a relating to the S e c o n d 
Sophis t ic and its m a j o r features. T h o m a s Schmi t z a ims to rehabil itate the fic-
t ional letters o f A l c i p h r o n , n o t as literary master pieces but as tel l ing caricatures 
o f sophist ic habits. Present ing us w i th letters b y such marginal characters as f i sh -
e rmen , coun t ry - f o l k , parasites, and courtesans , all surprisingly knowledgeab le in 
A t h e n i a n history and t o p o g r a p h y and strangely us ing techniques and t o p o i 
k n o w n f r o m rhetorical h a n d b o o k s , A l c i p h r o n u n m a s k s the A t h e n s o f the s o p h -
ists as a sort o f " fa iry - ta le land w h e r e e v e n s imple c o u n t r y - f o l k are Att ic ists and 
soph i s t s . " T h r o u g h his sel f -ref lexive, unmis takab ly artificial texts, so S c h m i t z 
argues, A l c i p h r o n o f fe rs a m e t a - c o m m e n t a r y o n dec lamat ions and prolaliai c o m -
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parable o n l y t o Luc ian 's dialogues, and o n sophist ic literary p r o d u c t i o n in gen -
eral. 
A s m i g h t be expected f r o m b o t h the preoccupat ions o f current scholarship 
and the ob ject ives o f this chapter, the ma jo r i t y o f these papers refer to material 
culture o f s o m e kind. R a l f v o n den H o f f studies a strange g r o u p o f mytho log ica l 
sculptures s h o w i n g horr ib le acts o f v io lence i n colossal form like M e d e a wi th her 
dead chi ldren, Ach i l l es w i th the b loods ta ined b o d y o f T r o i l o s , o r the p u n i s h m e n t 
o f D i r k e , w h o was dragged to death b y a bull . T h e s e sculptures clearly d o no t 
illustrate no rmat i ve exempla l ike so m a n y o ther sculptures d id , but rather, in p u b -
lic bui ld ings l ike the huge imperia l baths o f R o m e , they are displayed as aesthetic 
objects , as masterpieces o f artistic techne w h i c h o v e r c o m e the restrictions p o s e d 
b y the material , n o t o n l y in creating overs i zed and h ighly c o m p l e x sculptures but 
also in be ing able to m a k e "real furor [ . . . ] appear in the v iewer 's m i n d via i m -
m o v a b l e s t o n e . " I n their emot iona l i sed themes as wel l as in their 'rhetorical ' 
techniques , v o n den H o f f argues, they c losely parallel features also f o u n d in (epi-
deictic) rhetor ic and literary ecphrasis. 
R a l f K r u m e i c h in troduces o n e o f the m o s t p r o m i n e n t features o f Imper ia l 
age materia l culture, name ly portraiture. I f it is indeed true that s o m e o f the cen-
tral ideas w e find in the sophist ic texts shaped the habitus o f a m u c h wider elite, 
w e s h o u l d f ind t h e m also in the m e d i u m o f ind iv idua l sel f -representat ion o f the 
age. K r u m e i c h ' s s tudy examines a small g r o u p o f portraits, w h i c h have the rare 
advantage o f c o m i n g f r o m a c o m m o n contex t , the D i o g e n e s g y m n a s i u m near 
the R o m a n agora at A t h e n s , and o f represent ing identi f iable indiv iduals , kosmetai 
and o ther of f ic ia ls o f this inst i tut ion. W h i l e , th rough their o f f i ce in the very cen -
tre o f G r e e k educat ion and identity, kosmetai were particularly connec ted w i th 
paideia, at the same t ime they were neither teachers n o r specialists o f any k ind but 
m e m b e r s o f the local elite taking over the o f f i ce for a certain per iod o f time only . 
A c c o r d i n g to K r u m e i c h ' s analysis, the portraits b e l o n g to o n e o f three typologi -
cal g roups referring to the imper ia l fash ion or else to a greater or lesser extent to 
styles and even particular portraits o f poets , ph i l o sophers , historians, o r orators 
f r o m the Classical and Hel lenist ic age o f Greece . N o n e o f t h e m indicates a per-
sonal preference for a particular historical person , bu t they refer m o r e generally 
to a great tradit ion o f paideia, n o t o p p o s e d to , bu t clearly compat ib l e w i th , praise 
o f the e m p e r o r and amb i t i ons w i th in the R o m a n social system, w h i c h are also 
apparent in the inscr ipt ions for these same persons . 
M y o w n cont r ibut ion w idens the scope o f this invest igat ion to portraits o f 
emperors and u n k n o w n private indiv iduals , bu t focuses main ly o n the city o f 
R o m e . T a k i n g a stand in the highly controvers ia l debate about whether ' intellec-
tual' amb i t i ons are expressed in portraiture at all, and i f so , h o w this can be es-
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tabl ished and w h a t k ind o f ' intel lectual ism' pa t rons o f portraits refer to , I argue 
(1) that portraiture d o e s indeed reflect the ideal o f be ing a pepaideumenos, and (2) 
that portraiture can demons t ra te pe r f ecdy h o w widespread this ideal was in 
terms o f b o t h time and space, especially i f w e inc lude portraits o n sarcophagi . I 
suggest (3) that the paideia referred to is usual ly n o t a speci f ic o n e (like p h i l o s o -
p h y , as has o f t e n b e e n suggested), but that th rough the i c o n o g r a p h y c h o s e n the 
pat rons take care b o t h to p r o m o t e a rather w i d e range o f k n o w l e d g e and to p re -
sent themse lves s e l f - c o n f i d e n d y , s o m e t i m e s even w i t h ostentat ion , as full m e m -
bers o f an amb i t i ous R o m a n cit izenry. 
Peter W e i B in t roduces another vast class o f materials in to the d iscuss ion , 
name ly co ins . H e presents a synops is o f h o w the cities o f the Imper ia l Eas t and 
their elite e m p l o y the local m i n t s t o p r o m o t e their respect ive v irtues, us ing co ins 
as a mass m e d i u m fo r a k i n d o f v isual panegyric . A s in the first t w o papers , a 
picture emerges w h i c h s h o w s var ious in terconnec ted loyalties. A c c o r d i n g to the 
analysis o f W e i B , three o f t h e m are particularly p r o m i n e n t - the R o m a n E m p i r e , 
the n o r m s o f He l len ic culture, and the n e t w o r k o f compet i t i ve cities o f A s i a 
M i n o r w h i c h p r o u d l y boasts local identit ies. Re fe rence to a great past and to 
f o u n d a t i o n m y t h s is as i m p o r t a n t a part o f top ica l praise o f cities as the ach ieve -
ments o f these cities and their elite in the present , a n d b o t h can b e closely c o n -
nected w i t h and s u p p l e m e n t e d b y the praise o f an e m p e r o r . 
T h r e e papers are particularly c o n c e r n e d w i t h the h u m a n b o d y either as a f o -
cus o f sophis t ic wr i t ing or as a m a j o r c o m p o n e n t o f G r e e k elite identity. T h e s e 
are, accord ingly , g r o u p e d together in the third chapter. O n n o v a n N i j f argues 
strongly against the v i e w that phys ica l educa t i on in the G r e e k Eas t was in decl ine 
whi le , at the same t ime , literary paideia b e c a m e 'the ha l lmark o f elite identity ' . 
F o c u s s i n g o n the case o f O i n o a n d a in Lyc ia w i t h o u t , h o w e v e r , l imi t ing his s tudy 
to this site, he demons t ra tes the crucial ro le o f athletics for the se l f -esteem o f 
m e m b e r s o f the local elites, a role n o t o p p o s e d t o that o f literary paideia b u t 
c o m p l e m e n t i n g it as a m a r k o f G r e e k as wel l as local identity. B a s i n g his argu-
m e n t pr imari ly o n epigraphic ev idence , v a n N i j f goes o n to suggest that, in real-
ity, athletics and athletic v ictor ies were o f e v e n m o r e interest t o the local elites 
than literary educat ion since the f o r m e r w a s o n e o f the rare fields in w h i c h the 
y o u n g c o u l d demons t ra te their philotimia wh i l e the latter was n o t o n l y less attrac-
tive to this age g r o u p bu t a lso to a great extent in the hands o f specialists. 
B j o r n E w a l d , t o o , f inds athletics at the heart o f the G r e e k va lue system w h e n 
he analyses the i c o n o g r a p h y o f sarcophagi p r o d u c e d in A t h e n s . I n a systematic 
c o m p a r i s o n o f A t t i c and R o m a n sarcophagi , he d i scovers that the ideal o f paideia 
as k n o w l e d g e o f tradit ion serves as the c o m m o n f r a m e w o r k f o r the w h o l e o f 
Medi terranean society, w i th m y t h be ing the c o m m o n m o d e o f express ion . C o n -
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tent, h o w e v e r , d i f fers dramatical ly and tellingly. R o m a n sarcophagi present a 
m u c h w ider range o f subjects us ing my ths as exempla f or personal experiences (in 
particular the severe feel ing o f loss caused b y the death o f a l oved one ) or for 
virtues their patrons c la im fo r themselves . A t t i c sarcophagi , o n the contrary, 
s h o w a restricted and m u c h less personal ised range o f subjects all concerned 
w i th the social n o r m s , roles, and inst i tut ions particularly relevant t o a G r e e k or 
even A t h e n i a n identity. T h i s relates to the subjects chosen , l ike battle scenes and 
in particular the T r o j a n W a r or the battle at M a r a t h o n as parts o f the great m y t h -
historical past, bu t it also refers t o the ways these and o ther subjects are pre-
sented. Mytho log ica l scenes are consp i cuous l y lacking in narrative e lements but 
are, instead, p reoccup ied w i th the presentat ion o f the ma le b o d y and o n wha t it 
can achieve. A cons iderable part o f the decora t ion thus focuses o n an A t h e n i a n 
( a n d / o r G r e e k ) identity constructed th rough the ma le b o d y , referring, so E w a l d 
argues, t o the o l d and still i m p o r t a n t inst i tut ion o f ephebeia. 
I n M a n f r e d H o r s t m a n s h o f P s con t r ibu t i on , the b o d y also plays a m a j o r part, 
a l though his interest is directed at med ic ine and its p o s i t i o n in the w o r l d o f the 
S e c o n d Sophist ic . H e explores the role o f H i p p o c r a t i c med ic ine and its close 
c o n n e c t i o n s w i t h in the religious sphere dur ing the imper ia l age, taking Ae l ius 
Ar ist ides , the "pro fess iona l pa t i en t " as his example . A l t h o u g h he discerns certain 
d i f ferences between t emp le med ic ine o f 4th century E p i d a u r o s and Ae l i u s Ar i s -
tides' c o n c e p t i o n o f med ic ine (in particular i n the ways in w h i c h the g o d is be -
l ieved to contr ibute to the heal ing process) , H o r s t m a n s h o f f demonstra tes that 
there was n o 'progress ' towards a m o r e 'enl ightened' , rational, o r 'scientif ic ' f o r m 
o f med i c ine in the 2n d century A D . B y contrast , it appears (1) that medical 
k n o w l e d g e and religion were i n te rwoven , n o t o n l y for Ae l ius Ar is t ides but for 
doc tors o f the imperia l age in general, w h o typically practised in sanctuaries o f 
A s k l e p i o s , and (2) that b o t h med i c ine and rel igion were a central feature o f intel-
lectual activities in the age o f the S e c o n d Sophist ic . 
T h e t w o papers i n the four th chapter are particularly concerned w i th places 
and spaces p rov id ing the physical f r a m e w o r k for paideia-rehted activities. W h i l e 
the func t i ons o f pub l ic libraries m igh t seem to be se l f -ev ident , R ichard N e u -
decker's study sheds an interest ing light o n the the ways their architecture and 
organisat ion encouraged particular k inds o f intellectual activities - and o n e w h i c h 
w e m igh t n o t necessarily have expected. Pub l i c libraries, so N e u d e c k e r argues o n 
the basis o f archaeological , epigraphical , and literary ev idence, were everything 
bu t places o f otium, o f reading or wr i t ing poet ry or o f learned conversat ion . T h e y 
w o u l d p r o v i d e neither the appropriate architectural f r a m e w o r k , n o r the b o o k s 
required for such activities, s ince they housed , besides b o o k s o n poetry , ph i l o so -
p h y or rhetoric , m a n y o f the archives o f the imperial (or local) administrat ion. 
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T h e y were places f o r the invest igat ion a n d the c o m p i l a t i o n o f knowledge . T h e i r 
very organisat ion cont r ibu ted to the sort o f intellectual activities depicted f o r 
instance in A t h e n a i o s ' Deipnosophists and to o ther sorts o f writ ings so typical o f 
the S e c o n d Sophist ic . E n t r y to these libraries was restricted, and they were run 
and cont ro l l ed b y m e m b e r s o f the familia Caesaris o r the local gove rnor , thus 
m a k i n g it clear that k n o w l e d g e and cultural identity were b o t h u n d e r state c o n -
trol. T h i s is in perfect accordance w i th the fact that paideia had b e c o m e a crucial 
factor in the struggle for status and pos i t i ons , and that ded icat ions o f libraries 
m a d e b y i m p o r t a n t figures c o u l d be used as a per fect m e a n s for their o w n self -
representat ion. 
M a r c o Ga l l i f ocuses o n G r e e c e and exp lores the t rans fo rmat ion o f rel igious 
space. H e draws at tent ion to the o f t e n o v e r l o o k e d or even disregarded architec-
tural changes in the m o s t i m p o r t a n t rel igious centres o f G r e e c e - E p i d a u r o s , 
O l y m p i a , D e l p h i and others - s h o w i n g that these bu i ld ing activities, o f t en result-
ing in dramat ic changes in the overal l p icture o f the sanctuaries, were organised 
and purpose fu l , and that t w o particular g r o u p s o f peop le , the r ich and p o w e r f u l 
euergetai i nc lud ing the e m p e r o r s , and the collegia, t o o k a leading ro le in shap ing 
them. Bu i ld ings f o r the meet ings o f these collegia turn o u t t o be a p r o m i n e n t fea-
ture. Ga l l i regards the sanctuaries as micro -soc ie t ies , in w h i c h paideia as k n o w -
ledge o f m y t h s , ritual ob jec t s and narratives is n o t a sign o f ant iquar ianism b u t a 
central part o f the s y m b o l i c d iscourse negot ia t ing p o w e r structures. T h e bu i l d -
ings f o r the collegia were used as spaces f o r social n e t w o r k i n g and f o r cont ro l l ing 
k n o w l e d g e , be ing cont ro l l ed in turn b y i m p o r t a n t and p o w e r f u l euergetai. 
T h e last chapter , "Pa ide ia and Pa t ronage" , deals w i th the special f unc t i on o f 
paideia in the social h ierarchy and in shap ing social relat ionships. J a a p - J a n F l in -
te rman demonst ra tes that the results o f J o h a n n e s H a h n ' s study o n early imper ia l 
concepts o f p h i l o s o p h e r and sophis t h o l d true for the H i g h E m p i r e as wel l . 
D r a w i n g pr imari ly o n Phi los tratus ' Bioi a n d the wri t ings o f Ae l i u s Ar is t ides , he 
first descr ibes the ideal c o n c e p t i o n o f the p h i l o s o p h e r , w h i c h is based o n the 
a s s u m p t i o n (not a lways me t b y reality) that the p h i l o s o p h e r takes care to d e m o n -
strate his i n d e p e n d e n c e f r o m the rich a n d p o w e r f u l - even f r o m the e m p e r o r - , 
and remains disinterested in status and any material gains, thus retaining his l ib -
erty to exercise parrhesia. W h i l e s o m e o f the sophis ts a p p r o v e o f similar ideals, 
m o s t o f t h e m prefer n o t to stand at the marg ins o f society. Ins tead , they seek 
c lose relations w i th the e m p e r o r , accept ing his o p i n i o n o n var ious matters, e v e n 
inc lud ing their intellectual pe r f o rmance . T h e y try t o use their paideia and their 
g o o d re lat ionship w i th h i m fo r i m p r o v i n g their o w n reputat ion and for ga in ing 
material f avours b o t h f o r themse lves and f o r their h o m e t o w n s . 
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T i m W h i t m a r s h approaches the subject f r o m a literary perspect ive, taking lit-
erature as a m e d i u m fo r class def in i t ion . T h r o u g h the p o e m s o f M e s o m e d e s he 
explores m o r e sophist icated k inds o f patronal literature, whi le re fut ing the m o d -
ern bias towards prose literature. H e argues that poetry can be patronal even i f it 
is neither o p e n l y encomias t ic n o r deal ing exp l ic idy w i th the relat ionship between 
poe t and emperor . H i s analysis o f M e s o m e d e s ' h y m n s and their p re sumed choral 
p e r f o r m a n c e results in the overal l p icture o f an ordered and wel l governed cosmos 
referring t o Hadr ian and his reign n o t in the sense o f an allegorical, under ly ing 
'real' mean ing , but th rough al lusions. T h e fact that the p o e m s d o n o t take a m o r e 
direct l ine bu t remain o p e n to var ious interpretat ions, he explains by the t w o 
distinct audiences patronal poe t ry m u s t address, the pa t ron h imse l f and the wider 
publ ic . T h e result is a triangle o f re lat ionships be tween these t w o and the poe t in 
w h i c h all part icipants need to recognise each o f the o ther two . 
Final ly, Carsten D r e c o l l takes us i n to Late An t iqu i t y , s h o w i n g h o w s o m e 
central aspects o f the social role paideia plays dur ing the age o f Phi lostratus ' Sec-
o n d Sophist ic con t inue to be i m p o r t a n t f o r m u c h longer. T a k i n g a c lose l o o k at 
L iban ios ' co r respondence w i th A n a t o l i o s o f Berytos , D r e c o l l demonstra tes that 
L iban ios establishes his f r iendsh ip w i th the p o w e r f u l archon b y referring to c o m -
m o n ideals regarded as the essence o f paideia. Paideia n o t on l y serves as a sort o f 
lingua franca in their c o m m u n i c a t i o n , but also has s trong m o r a l impl icat ions , pu t -
t ing b o t h parties under an ob l igat ion to b e h a v e exactly accord ing to the rules 
impl ic i t in this concept . Paideia and be ing a soph is t are the virtues o f any g o o d 
ho lder o f o f f i ce whi le at the same t ime pro tec t ing the less p o w e r f u l f r o m despot -
i s m and injustice. 
A c k n o w l e d g e m e n t s 
T h i s b o o k w o u l d n o t have c o m e in to be ing w i t h o u t the suppor t o f var ious indi -
v iduals and inst i tut ions. T h e con ference in Heide lberg , at w h i c h the basic ideas 
for this b o o k were exp lored and at w h i c h m o s t o f the papers were first pre-
sented, w a s generously f u n d e d by the D e u t s c h e Forschungsgemeinscha f t ( D F G ) 
and b y the St i f tung Univers i tat Heide lberg; b o t h are gratefully acknowledged . M y 
particular thanks g o to m y col leagues A n g e l o s Chaniot i s and G l e n n W . M o s t for 
co -organ is ing the con ference and for p r o v i d i n g w e l c o m e advice o n var ious mat -
ters inc lud ing the pro ject o f publ icat ion. T h e latter has benef i ted n o t (only f r o m 
the lively d iscussions w h i c h t o o k place at the con ference but also f r o m the re-
v iewers ' cont r ibut ion o f he lp fu l suggest ions f o r i m p r o v i n g papers and , no t least, 
f r o m the wi l l ingness o f authors , in particular those w h o have no t taken part in 
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the event , t o p r o v i d e papers f i tt ing the special s cope and idea o f the b o o k . S p e -
cial thanks g o to Fr ieda K l o t z f o r i m p r o v i n g the Eng l i sh o f s o m e o f the cont r i -
bu t i ons , inc lud ing m y o w n . T h e editor is a lso grateful t o the all m u s e u m s , inst i tu-
t ions , and ind iv idua ls w h i c h have supp l ied p h o t o g r a p h s . Since it is n o t o n l y 
scholar ly i npu t that m a k e s a pro jec t successful , I w o u l d also like t o thank those 
w h o he lped organise the practical side o f the con ference , in particular E m a n u e l 
Mayer , and especial ly Britta B o c k , I v a n a and A n d r e j Pe t rov i c as we l l as J u l i an 
D u v e r n o y f o r careful ly reading the p r o o f s , index ing , adapt ing b ib l iographical 
references to a c o m m o n standard and carrying o u t similarly d e m a n d i n g tasks. 
A n g e l o s Chan io t i s and D i a m a n t i s P a n g i o t o p o u l o s are grateful ly a c k n o w l e d g e d 
f o r h a v i n g m a d e part o f this logistical suppor t available to m e . T h e b o o k is 
a m o n g the first supp lementary v o l u m e s t o the n e w per iodica l Millennium, a n d 
b o t h start their jo int appearance in a u t u m n 2004. I a m very grateful t o the ed i -
tors, in particular t o Peter v o n M o e l l e n d o r f and H e l m u t Krasser f o r accept ing 
the pub l i ca t ion f o r this series. Final ly , I o w e special thanks to D r . Sabine V o g t , 
Peter F r a n z k o w i a k and A n g e l i k a H e r m a n n f r o m de G r u y t e r f o r their s u p p o r t 
and ind ic ious treatment o f all matters c o n c e r n i n g the actual p r o d u c t i o n o f this 
b o o k . 
